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REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 27 have been amended to specify that the first electrode is partially 
transmissible and partially reflective and that the second electrode is reflective. Support for these 
amendments may be found in the specification, for example, on page 2, lines 7-10. Claim 1 has 
also been amended to clarify that the first material layer is positioned between the conductor 
layer and the first electrode. Similarly, Claim 27 has been amended to indicate that the material 
layer covers the second electrode on the side facing the first electrode. Support for these 
amendments may be found in the specification, for example, at page 6, lines 3-4 and in Figures 
4C (element 414), 5D (element 514), and 6D (element 614). In addition, Claims 1 and 27 have 
been amended to clarify that the supporter separates the first electrode from the first material 
layer. Support for these amendments may be found in the specification, for example, in Figures 
4C (element 412), 5D (element 512), and 6D (element 612). Finally, Claims 1 and 27 have been 
amended to address prior lack of antecedent basis for the previously recited terms "etching" and 
"etching reagent." 

Allowable Claim 4 has been amended to incorporate limitations previously found in 
Claim 1 so that it could be rewritten in independent form. 

Claims 8-19 and 30-33, which depend from claims having a Markush group, have been 
amended to clarify that these claims select an element from the Markush group and further limit 
that element. 

Claims 20-23 and 34-35 have been amended to change the word "thick" to "thickness" in 
order to correct a typographical error. 

Finally, Claims 24 and 36 have been amended so that the claims have proper Markush 
group form. 

Although the Office Action indicates that only Claims 1-37 were pending, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that Claims 1-73 were pending. The Applicants herein cancel Claims 38-73 
as being directed to non-elected subject matter. The Applicants reserve the right to pursue this 
subject matter in a divisional, continuation, or continuation-in-part application. Claims 1-37 
remain pending in the application. The Applicants have carefully considered all of the 
Examiner's objections and rejections, but respectfully submit that the claims are allowable for at 
least the following reasons. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for finding Claims 4, 7, 10, 13, 16, and 17-19 as 
being directed to allowable subject matter. The Applicants have accordingly rewritten Claim 4 in 
independent form so that Claims 4, 7, 10, 13, 16, and 19 may be allowed. 
Claim Objections 

The Examiner noted that the word "thick" in Claims 20-23 and 34-35 should have read 
"thickness." The Applicants have accordingly amended these claims to correct the typographical 
error. 

Rejections under § 102 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 11, 12, 14, 15, 24-29, 31, 32, 36, and 37 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Miles (U.S. Patent No. 5,835,255). The Examiner 
made reference to Figure 21 A of Miles, asserting that it discloses a first electrode (element 502), 
a second electrode (element 506), and a supporter (element 504). The Examiner also made 
reference to Figure 27A, asserting that it discloses a first material layer (element 900) and a 
second material layer (element 904). The Examiner noted that Miles indicates that the element 
900 can refer to the support membrane for the secondary conductor/mirror layer, which is 
identified as element 506 in Figure 21 A. 

"A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, 
either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." M.P.E.P. § 2131 
(quoting Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 621, 631 (Fed. Cir. 1987)). 
With reference to Figure 27A, Miles discloses a structure having a substrate or support 
membrane 900, a metallic film 902, and a layer 904 that is an insulator and/or reflection 
enhancement film. Miles, column 20, lines 54-67. Miles specifies that the metallic mirror "must 
be somewhat transmissive and therefore no more than several hundred angstroms thick." Miles, 
column 21, lines 5-6 (emphasis added). Thus, whether or not the transmissive electrode of Miles 
is the upper or lower electrode, Miles clearly discloses that each of the layers 900 and 904 are 
associated with the transmissive electrode. There is no suggestion to employ either of these 
layers in association with the other electrode. 

In contrast, Claims 1 and 27 each recite both a partially transmissive electrode and a 
reflective electrode, but recite that the first material layer is associated with the reflective 
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electrode. Therefore, the Applicants respectfully submit that Miles does not disclose or suggest 
all limitations of Claims 1 and 27 and that these claims and claims depending from them are not 
anticipated by Miles. 
Rejections under § 103 

The Examiner rejected Claims 8, 9, 20-23, 30, 34, and 35 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being obvious over Miles in view of Gotoh et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,824,608). A prima facie 
case of obviousness requires that all of the claim limitations are taught or suggested by the prior 
art. See M.P.E.P. § 2143.03. As discussed above, Miles does not teach or suggest all of the 
limitations of independent Claims 1 and 27. Gotoh et al. does not teach or suggest the limitations 
that are missing from Miles and thus does not supply the deficiencies noted above. Accordingly, 
the Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 8, 9, 20-23, 30, 34, and 35, which depend from 
Claim 1 or 27, are not obvious over Miles in view of Gotoh et al. 



By the foregoing amendments and remarks, the Applicants respectfully submit that they 
have overcome all of the Examiner's rejections and request a timely issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance. 

Please charge any additional fees, including any fees for additional extension of time, or 
credit overpayment to Deposit Account No. 11-1410. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 




Eric M. Nelson 
Registration No. 43,829 
Attorney of Record 
Customer No. 20,995 
(619) 235-8550 
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